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before a master in chambers, be made a co-defen-
dant (k).

A difficulty sometimes met with in practice is to decide
how to sue a person, who is out of the jurisdiction and not
ordinarily resident within it, for a libel published by an
agent in this country. This difficulty may sometimes be
overcome by adding to the claim for libel a claim for an
injunction to restrain the further publication of the words
complained of, and then applying for leave to serve the
writ out of the jurisdiction under sub-section (f) of Ord.
XL, Rule 1 (Z). But this course will not succeed if the
Court thinks it improbable that the libel will be repeated
and is satisfied that the claim for an injunction is not
made lona fide, but merely in order to bring the case
within the rule (m). So, too, leave will be refused if the
injunction could not, if granted, be rendered effectual
against the defendant, even though it might be against
his agent (n). Another course which may sometimes
succeed is to first sue the agent, and then to apply for
leave to join the principal as a necessary and proper
party under Ord. XL, Kule 1, sub-section (g) (0).

Where the document containing the libel is in the
possession of a third person, it is always well for the
plaintiff's solicitor to give such person formal notice to
preserve it.

In actions for slander, where so much depends upon the
exact words spoken, it is prudent to obtain signed proofs
from the witnesses as early as possible.

Trial without pleadings, which is now permitted, subject
to certain conditions (p), is not generally advisable in the
interests of a plaintiff in an action for libel or slander ;
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